Ko,.'.c on No li0ofj7,24S; Attencv Docket \o o ^''^^ 08-U SO 
REMARKS 

i hi^ An-*v.hdn e ti*^ Ji iCbpon^sC tt e Otiiv.o Action a-*ai ed on August 24, 20 lO. Claims 
16 24 tsre pending, clai i3<. i I"^ and ?5-44 vmg been p^evioubh canceled, and claim 16 having 
'tee 1 ' f^iH t. K i Support tn aires ded claim 16 can be found at page 1, line 29 through 
> " ^. ^ c ^VL," 'n c ''^ t!~«-oi'gh page 1 1 1 no 10, a ics >r Figure 8. No new mslter has 

! dtvii sli t Lt ^ i^owarc-. du ip U or in light of die foregoing 

anstrd iicnt aiil he en-^L ng n' i aiks e rtboec*! aiiy leqiiC'^U'd 

Rc,ei.t>otis u.idet 35 U S C ^112, 1 

I xammer alkg^.^ cU r i6 i$ based tn a disciosiire that l not etiablifig. Specifically, 
liisrej <Aserts *he metliod <;tcn of Lagucirc deconvolution to estimate the IRF at every pixel of 
the data is erttioal or essential to the practice of the invention, "but not included ai thi? claiiri($) i'^ 
isiel not cn^^bled bv ilso disclosufe " Ilus 'cv\-;.o\ is lOsp.oUailv u-uors^a. 

Applicants respectfully submit that the oiethoji for is^ng Lagueuc deco:ivoliuion is 
dsbcnhed on page 5, line 10 through page II, Ime 10 and throughout the specification, as filed, 
mciudsng tn several examples, such as those described on page 24^ line 5 ihrougi> page 2i\ Ims 
K Fuitbcr. Applicants submit that the disclosure, ss de.scrtbed in the cited passages, would 
enable one of j^kdl in the ait to practice the iaveation. Therefore, Applicants respectfully request 
witlidf awa! of this rejection. 

Hoict tion^ onaer 55 U.$,C »1 12. 2 

Exsnimci alleges claim 16 is indefinite for failing to point out and distinctly claim the 
sub»eo* matter which Applicants regard as the invcndon. Tliis rejection is respectfiiUy traversed. 
W'hiSe ,n no \\a> conceding to the merits of Examiner's arguments, iti the interest of advancing 

rio-Cx.ation cls]£T! 16 Hli.^ b-..on ;;inond.\1 LU\\Mdii-.g lo hxaminer's suggestions, rcndcnnii this 
obctoon '^Ttot wuh rc^pcLt t^oseiu. Ineietu^e, ,A.ppii;.dnts. tcspcctiidly requc>! >\ dxhasvii ot 
tb>s rcicctton 
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Rejecti ons u ndt;r35VSC $10j(a) 

ria.ms 16-2? are rejected imcser 35 VS.C 103(a) as* b<.mg unpatentable over Ma^cu et 
.r X 50\' of Maarek. aL and fuvth&t m \-icw of HUget ct al. Applicants respecttuUy travesse 

C 1< 5.. ""^ IS iOitxkvi ardor l" S C i. 03(a) as» being u^prtcntabio o\oi '^tarc?? . t '?/ ui 
view of [^laarek, uL and fuither m vjcw or Siegel, at and Reel Applicants ic*^pcc:''uliy 
traveise this rejection. 

TiVj5ifL:£ld.d f"i Oh siousness 

■''o L\ *r' i fK' "-^ . \ dc! sect iC-* *o csubhs-i a />'<"n? / ( -l^v^ ot 

To ostabhi.r a ^tjw Hku u^x k .bMi 's^css, the piioi vUi ^v.er>:nc.' (or referenc^rs when 
c<>i^iOino^*) 'nuv. teach oj suggest ali ine cl.u ii lunuatioiiij See MFI: P 2' 43 

Tl^i. t..a-ir^ d mventi on is mi ofavioas la light ot Ma rcii. m^w of Ma arek. and further m vie-ft of 
Sieges SIM keei. 

Claai-'s iif IKS svi'itKD a^ L^ne.^d V> fu' !f.*\sis !» o .■^v.t.n^.t' 

' leli^ne ir^^grtg 5r.5crovrtp> il i-^M" da^-a or tnia^es usmg tnc i a^uenc method ' ^sl. ialH, 
hCM map he ' vhctn{ud'\cnn ^ tjon ot a sampleona Urgo aiea ^nJ du-nre^^ ivcdr-^xc^ 
on a pjxei le\el bach pixel ss> cbamc^enzed by a fluorescence impulse les-ponijc JunctKjn dlP) 
aiic? therefore htUime maps of the ^^atupie fluorescence can be eoissitituted importantiy, the 
I igutne n-et^KV d^closed '« Applitantb' m\cmion allow-s foi a fas.! dccon\o!ution MRF from 
ec^.'^ rtxe in 'n vontra'4, Va.cu and ^(-Irvarek icfe» solei\ to tjmo resolved tluo esccrce 
si^s tA>>v.x> n X ^ '\{a Iiero ait no P3mK <i.-)J Ksip^ oi s/^ v'l.e^ \»x a'e^ vmm \ 1' 
' 1 ad ^\ ^ao ci.Oifm/os u\;:>^ \laicii detiUL It m thiis s.ai\<. *^ 'tk^ catr ^' i..vH>i.s it 
dsvvlov dctc^ I [.it] Laguorrc cxpaiisio'a coefficients wtthm thcl v^^vn^ Da^ ^ aeno .aaiL s ^ 
of each oftae pluia1rv\ of expi^iiMon cotffsacfiN and computing a raap j''! average ht<.tn le^ bv 
•.v^rv-tatcting jmpuKe lesoonse hincnon jfe-ic ioi a prcdeteimmcd number of t.me sn^tances and 
" „ 1 1 sv \ n \' > he bvvojnes \ cut Us ni'Mmun. \aiae, uheiLm ihv IllF 
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Houevei, bKammcr asgues that m me bamc f eld o* endeavtr. Sie^e' discloses futiig 
t\?iv,menthU det:.>\ if mtion to eath in^ajjc 'iixe' j'ld »feiiei^tn«; a 1 L IM map tluo e^>.eice 

sVil' m t'lc lit r t^c V ruer !o f ic % t l od> KL^^ 'i d i l\ wi i 

Appiudttts }ct.pectiu{i> Nubmi *hat altlious^b &ie^ei does tevuh a p»\ei bs-pi\cl ana \sis 
Ki *hc Ft IM setting It ent leh unhkc Applicants" i.iventJioii, m that it teaches using the 
^tn;tthed c^pmen )A fimausn (Std-F) tclcarlv dtffaeiit fioni the tagueie iicthoa) k"^ desc-^be 
i nuo-t.'-vC'x^ dcc!L% nohics of biologiwd' tsssucs Imptitartlv, ulvle Sttl I pioMde^ <.» tit q' 
tioneis' . 5 dev It appears thit t a) punch ^ n.5b * d'p^i. ^ 'o 

'ctU"! deco i it (, ^ ot Ik v.\<,5trufti hght puKc lac .j)m,j i K \pj\ l li in s 

claimed. 

Fxaninci tppcars in be ^rgu )g that i>im^)y because pi\cl->is j jxe' bLIM ai\Uvs!s s-^ 
goneraliy advantageous, as alleged! evidenced 1 > S egel it v\ ould ha% e bee ob\ k>us to app^\ 
the mctliods Marcu and Maarek to tliat | roce^s Appl cantjs respecttiiUy submit that it is 
.mpt..B.:*sibw h? d:ighl to doter»t5^«e that ont ot skiil m the ait \vould have been nctj\atca to 
a] s ^ ( ! ^T^. ^. \'<.o < '^L V. anal>si-> oe^UNc IM wd'- ^-h v^n to l\ 

vCfi'i.!, xjtiiin^ irci Ov'* espev.'iil> cooMd^niig th<i* I«.jit.}Tc dec "siiNOk/xO i S^u o»)H 
i-c\jou>h bier <n{'' et (v> ^ s (a Mgtnficat*ly diffe^e t in^.'g' v'- acln ivue) in tie v,aed 
i re prcce&s ot conv en i g ot, ^uaptmg, and j.U9scqua tly veisfvnig the eiiect»voivsfe ot anpiV^ng 
;be i ague, e tnetl od to FLIM saahsis was dearly not trivial, or obvious, considering tliat it had 
) it Dccr CO ic sn tbt t >e between the pahhcatujti af the cited art 3rd the i ve tion of thv 
Applicants. 

\\ . iCSfXs t t(> I, a n 2^ \Dpi smI r *h.u so udiion s Rtd rs s o f- 
dct tion<,ic» dcstr.hcu Hc'-e n hi \ ^ht of Lht i iTC.'omg analysts ^ppiio^nis i-spciA' !v rt,qu4- t 
.ccoTisiUeialion Oik v^ithdiawal ofUiis eiect^o under §103 

,\pnj'c.Mts Mibmu that the picsent Apphcation is in conditioi^ for aliowarice aiid 
L- \ !'^, b h Cviue^ts the same. If an> bsye^ remam, Fxairuncr is cordialls uiMted to contact 
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Applicants" representative at the niaiibcr provided beloxv m order to resolve such iSMiCii 
prompdy 

r.t,dsc cl\s!gc .-A di J^iiO - k I Cmy <ui> fees for ^additional e\teiSion of hire, or 
crcd't ovcpavnie.it to Deposit Accoiini Ni), s}4-a2^8. 

Respccttully .submitted, 
Javier A. h\etaL 

DAVIS WRIGHT TRHMAfNE LLP 
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